GROWTH   OF   BRITISH   INTERESTS
question of Great Britain's place in India, the Persian Gulf and
in the Middle East, a point of view which was to come to the
front again when he dominated the Middle East policy of H.M.
Government after the Armistice of 1918. He said in part to the
shaikhs:
The great Empire of India, which it is our duty to defend,
lies almost at your gates. We saved you from extinction at
the hands of your neighbours. We opened these seas to the
ships of all nations and enabled their flags to fly in peace.
We have not seized or held your territory. We have not
destroyed your independence but have preserved it. We are
not now going to throw away this century of costly and
triumphant enterprise; we shall not wipe out the most
unselfish page in history. The Peace of these waters must
still be maintained; your independence will continue to be
upheld; and the influence of the British Government must
remain supreme.*•
Had any previous doubt existed as to British official policy for
the Persian Gulf, none should have existed after the statement
by Lord Lansdowne, Secretary of State for India, in the House
of Lords, May 5th, 1903. He said in conclusion:
It seems to me that our policy (with regard to the Persian
Gulf) should be directed in the first place to protect and
promote British trade in those waters. In the next place
I do not think . . . that . . . those efforts should be directed
towards the exclusion of the legitimate trade of other powers.
In the third place — I say it without hesitation — we should
regard the establishment of a naval base, or of a fortified
port, in the Persian Gulf by any other power as a very
grave menace to British interests, and we should certainly
resist it with all the means at our disposal.a
British Interests in Turkish Arabia
In the Tigris and Euphrates valleys, provinces of the Ottoman
Empire, Great Britain was less able to adopt the vigorous policy
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